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THE  FIRST  TWO  GENERATIONS  OF  THE 
SWYNNERTONS  OF  CO.  STAFFORD. 
(1086-1 122.) 


Doinesday  Book  tells  us  that  in  1086  two  adjoining  fees  of 
Robert  de  Stafford  in  North  Staffordshire,  namely,  Standon  and 
Swynnerton,  were  held  by  two  tenants  named  Brieii  (Brian)  and 
Aslen  (Alan). 

It  further  tells  us  that  these  same  two  tenants  held  also  ad- 
joining portions  of  the  manor  of  Rauceby  in  Lincolnshire,  under 
the  same  overlord,  Robert  de  Stafford. 

The  names  of  these  tenants,  Brian  and  Alan  (or  Aelen)  both 
suggest  descent  from  a  family  hailing  from  Brittany. 

Robert  de  Stafford  I.  died  in  1088,  in  the  cowl  of  a  monk,  at 
Kenilworth  Abbey.    None  of  his  extant  charters  in  the  Kenil-I 
worth  Cartulary  are  witnessed  by  either  of  these  two  tenants.! 
The  charters  of  his  immediate  successors  are,  however,  generally 
witnessed  by  their  successors,  and  invariably  their  names  occur 
close  together  in  the  test  clause,  fitz-Brian  first,  and  fitz-Alan 
("Aelen  ")  next  in  order,  which  is  evidence  that  in  1086,  the  date 
of  the  Domesday  Survey,  these  two  tenants  had  been  only  newly 
enfeoffed,^  and  that  they  were  probably  brothers. 
Let  us  put  this  evidence  succinctly  thus  \- — 

1.  They  were  probably  both  from  Brittany. 

2.  They  were  both  apparently  newly  enfeoffed  in  1086. 

3.  Their  Staffordshire    fees,    Standon    and  Swynnerton 

adjoined. 

4.  They  also  held  adjoining  lands  in  the  same  manor  in 

Lincolnshire. 


1  North  Staffordshire  was  only  finally  conquered  about  1072,  after  which,  for 
some  years,  the  country  must  have  lain  waste. 
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5.  Their  manors  in  both  counties  were  held  under  the  same 

overlord,  Robert  de  Stafford  I.,  who  died  1088. 

6.  Their  sons  are  generally  associated  in  the  witness-clauses 

of  various  charters  of  Robert  de  Stafford's  successors. 

If  brothers,  Brian  must  have  been  the  elder  of  the  two, 
because : — 

1.  Robert  de  Stafford  L,  enfeoffed  him  in  seven  manors, 

but  Alan  only  in  two, 

2.  Fitz-Brian  always  precedes  Fitz-Aelen  in  the  attesta- 

tion clauses  of  the  Stafford  charters  of  the  next 
generation. 

Beyond  this  statement,  namely,  that  Alan  de  Swynnerton 
was  probably  a  brother  of  Brian  de  Standon  (1086),  it  would 
not  be  safe  to  go  ;  nor  do  we  know  whose  sons  they  were. 
From  the  fact,  however,  that  their  names,  or  rather  those  of  their 
immediate  descendants,  frequently  appear  in  the  charters  of  the 
de  Staffords  in  the  Kenilvvorth  Cartulary,  coupled  with  the 
further  fact  that  Brian  named  one  of  his  sons  Ralf  as  if  in  honour 
of  Ralf  de  Toesny,  his  overlord's  famous  brother,  and  that  Aelen, 
or  Alan,  named  one  of  his  sons  Robert  as  if  in  honour  of  his 
overlord,  Robert  de  Toesney  de  Stafford,  General  the  Hon.  G. 
Wrottesley  and  the  late  the  Hon.  and  Rev.  Canon  Bridgeman 
were  both  led  to  infer  that  the  Standons  and  the  Swynnertons 
were  related  to  their  chief  lord  Robert  de  Stafford  ;  but  in  what 
way  related,  history,  so  far,  has  not  revealed. 

In  tracing  the  successive  generations  of  a  family  it  is  often  of 
the  utmost  importance  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  eldest  son  and 
heir  receives  his  baptismal  name  in  accordance  with  a  fixed  rule 
which  seldom  deviates.  This  rule,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Standons, 
sometimes  demanded  that  the  heir  should  carry  his  grandfather's 
name.  Usually,  however,  he  bore  the  baptismal  name  of  his 
father.  "  They  called  him  Zacharias  after  the  name  of  his 
father."  Among  the  senior  branches  of  the  Swynnerton  family 
this  latter  rule  was  observed  most  strictly  and  consistently. 
Only  on  the  death  of  the  heir  without  issue,  or  on  failure  of  any 
issue  at  all,  there  came  in  the  new  name,  and  whenever  that 
happened  the  new  name  started  a  new  series  of  names  for  eldest 
sons  in  strict  accordance  with  the  same  law.    How  came  it  to 
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pass  then  that  Aelcn,  or  Alan,dc  Swynncrton,  the  founder  of  the 
Staffordshire  Swynnertons,  was  succeeded  by  a  succession  of  five 
Robcr/s  in  the  ensuing-  five  generations  ?  Of  course  there  must 
be  an  Alan  missing,  a  second  Alan,  who,  dying  without  issue, 
possibly  in  vita  patris,  was  succeeded  by  a  brother  and  heir 
named  Robert. 

It  is  the  object  of  this  article,  by  evidence  only  just  short  of 
demonstration,  to  restore  the  missing  Alan,  or  Aelen,  to  the 
pedigree. 

With  regard  to  the  first  Alan,  to  him  of  the  Domesday 
Survey,  it  is  not  at  all  improbable  that  as  he  advanced  in  life, 
his  eldest  son  Alan  having  predeceased  him,  he  put  his  second 
son  Robert  in  seisin  at  Swynnerton,  reserving  to  himself  an 
annuity  from  his  estates  in  accordance  with  a  practice  common 
enough  in  those  days,  and  if  so,  then  he  will  be  identical  with 
"  Alanus  "  who,  with  some  other  surviving  Domesday  tenants, 
witnesses  a  charter  of  Ernaldus  filius  Vitalis  in  the  Stone 
Cartulary  bearing  date  1136.^  It  is  a  Hilderston  charter, 
Hilderston  is  quite  near  Swynnerton,  and  all  the  lay  witnesses 
are  local  magnates,  those  still  surviving  from  Domesday  being, 
besides  "  Alanus,"  Ulviet,  the  lord  of  Maer  (Uviet,  or  Huviet, 
probably  brother  to  Ormus),  Ormus  the  thane  of  Darlaston, 
Siwardus  tenant  (probably)  at  Longton  (see  "  Deed  of  Alina  de 
Darlaston,  Hist.  MS S.  Commission,  loth  Report,  Part  IV,  1885), 
and  Goderick  of  Stoke  near  Stone.  {Staff.  Coll.,  VI,  Part  I, 
pp.  22-23.) 

II. 

It  seems  very  probable  then,  that  the  son  and  heir  of  Alan 
de  Swynnerton  of  Domesday  (1086)  must  have  been  another 
Alan.  But  do  we  hear  of  any  such  Alan  living  in  or  near 
Swynnerton  and  capable  of  fulfilling  the  necessary  conditions  of 
the  case      Decidedly  yes. 

Adjoining  Swynnerton  lay  the  great  parish  of  Stone,  famous 
for  its  Priory  founded  at  the  instance  of  Henry  I.'s  powerful 
finance  minister,  Geoffrey  de  Clinton,  the  great  parish  church 
of  which  was  also  the  mother  church  of  the  church  of  Swynnerton. 

^  Staffs.  Coll.,  VI,  Part  I,  p.  23.  Vitalis  was  himself  Domesday  tenant  of 
Hilderston  under  Robert  de  Stafford. 


SWVN NEKTONS  OF  CO.  STAFFORD. 


265 


The  actual  founder  of  the  Priory  was  Enisan  de  Walton,  and 
Walton  was  a  manor  in  the  said  parish  of  Stone.  Enisan  de 
Walton  had  a  son  and  heir,  Ernald.  But  he  had  also  a  daughter 
named  Eylina,  and  Eylina  de  Walton  had  married  one  Alan, 
who  was  almost  certainly  Alan  fitz-Alan  of  Swynnerton. 
Considerably  before  the  year  11 30,  however,  Eylina  and  her  ^ 
husband  had  parted  with  those  lands  in  the  manor  of  Walton 
which  her  father  had  conferred  on  her  in  frank  marriage,  for 
they  gave  them,  or  sold  them,  to  the  Church  and  Canons  of 
Stone.  There  are  four  extant  charters  which  record  this  gift 
and  which  have  been  printed  in  original  and  in  full  in  the  second 
volume  of  the  William  Salt  (Staffordshire)  Archaeological 
Society.  For  the  purposes  of  this  enquiry  I  make  use  of  these 
four  charters  as  follows  : — 

Charter  I. — In  a  charter  of  Enisan  de  Walton  and 
Ernald  his  son  and  heir,  concerning  additional  lands  which 
they  had  been  induced  to  part  with  and  in  which  Elina's 
gift  or  sale  is  confirmed,  dated  c.  1 130,  the  transaction 
is  thus  referred  to  : — "  And  in  my  manor  of  Walton  we 
concede  to  the  Canons  of  the  aforesaid  church,  likewise 
in  alms,  and  with  the  same  liberty,  all  the  land,  with  the 
men,  and  its  appurtenances,  which  Alan  my  son-in-law,  and 
my  daughter  his  wife,  sold  to  them,  namely,  one  ivara  and 
two  cotlands,  with  demesne,  and  the  meadow-land  {pratmn), 
which  Enisan  had  given  in  marriage  to  his  daughter 
aforesaid."^ 

Charter  II. — In  the  confirmation  of  the  suzerain, 
Nicholas  de  Stafford,  c.  11 30,  the  donation  is  thus  referred 
to:— "We  concede  also  in  alms  and  in  similar  liberty  in 
Waleton  manor  all  the  land  which  Alan,  the  son-in-law  of 
Enisan,  and  his  wife,  the  daughter  of  the  same  Enisan, 
sold  to  the  aforesaid  Geoffrey  (de  Clinton)  similarly  for  the 
work  of  the  aforesaid  Church,  namely,  one  7va?'a  and  two 
-  cotlands  with  demesne,  and  the  meadow-land,  which  Enisan 
had  given  in  marriage  to  his  daughter  aforesaid."- 

Charter  III. — In  Ernald  de  Walton's  acknowledg- 
ment of  these  gifts,  dated  c.  1 135-1 140,  we  have  And 
1  SUi/J'.  Coll.,  H,  201.  "  Ibiit,  204. 
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in  Walaton  (my  father)  conceded  to  the  same  Canons  in 
ahns  the  whole  land  with  the  men,  and  its  appurtenances, 
which  Alan,  my  brother-in-law,  and  his  wife,  my  sister, 
sold  to  them,  namely,  one  ivara  and  two  cotlands,  with  the 
demesne  and  the  pratum^  which  he  had  given  to  her  as 
patrimony,  the  half  also  of  the  whole  wood  which  pertains 
to  Walaton."! 

Charter  IV. — In  another  confirmation  made  by 
Robert  de  Stafford,  the  suzerain,  much  later  in  the  century, 
we  read  : — "  Ivo  de  Waleton  and  Robert  his  heir  have 
conceded  and  confirmed  all  the  donations  and  sales  which 
their  predecessors,  namely,  Ernald,  and  Enisan,  and  Eylina, 
daughter  of  the  said  Enisan,  made  to  the  Church  and 
Canons  of  Stone."^ 

The  name  "  Aslen  "  occurs  under  various  forms.  It  is  Aslen, 
Eelen,  Ehelen,  Esluen,  Aeien  ;  but,  as  Eyton  points  out,  it  is  also 
Alan,  as  in  Robert  de  Stafford's  charter  of  c.  ii6o,\NhG\-Q  Robej^tus 
films  Alani  is  Robert  de  Swynnerton.'^  Nor  is  this  the  only 
instance.  In  a  deed  of  Alice,  Lady  of  Flopton,  co.  Stafford,  which 
passed  between  1184  and  1 190,  this  same  Robert  de  Swynnerton 
again  meets  us  as  Robert  fitz-Alan  {Robertiis filius  Alanz).^ 

Thus  comparison  and  analogy  show  that  the  Domesday 
"  A(s)len  "  de  Swynnerton's  eldest  son  and  heir  must  have  been 
named  Aslen  too.  Documentary  evidence  proves  that  any 
such  eldest  son  and  heir  must  have  died  without  issue  before 
1130.^ 

Enisan  de  Walton  had  a  son-in-law  named  Alan,"  and  the 
evidence  of  Charter  I  goes  to  prove  that  he  was  dead  before 
1 1 30,  because  his  name  does  not  appear  therein,  in  the  character 
of  either  principal  or  witness,  nor  yet  his  wife's. 

Again,  the  boundary  of  the  manor  of  Walton  "  runs  with  " — 
is  co-terminous  with — that  of  the  manor  of  Swynnerton,  and  for 
the  heir  of  Swynnerton  to  marry  a  daughter  of  the  lord  of 

1  Slaff.  Coll.,  II,  206. 

^  Ibid.,  Vol.  VI,  Part  I,  1 6.    Eyline  would  appear  to  be  the  feminine  of  Eylin, 
Eelen,  Esluen,  Aslen,  or  Alan. 
Ibid.,  Vol.  H,  p.  261. 
4  Ibid,  Vol.  HI,  p.  229. 
■5  Ibid.,  Vol.  VII,  Part  II,  p.  2. 


1851816 


SWYN NEKTONS  OF  CO.  STAFFORD.  267 

« 

Walton,  was  likely  enough.  If,  therefore,  the  Domesday 
"  A(s)len  "  de  Swynnerton  had  a  son  A(s)len,  he,  no  doubt,  was 
identical  with  Enisan  de  Walton's  son-in-law  "  Akn." 

That  Alan  of  the  four  Charters  above  quoted  died  without 
issue  by  his  wife  Eylina  may  be  safely  assumed,  because  the 
fact  that  her  father  Enisan,  and  his  heir  Ernald,  to  whom  her 
land  should  have  reverted,  and  tJieir  direct  descendants  (not 
Jiers),  confirmed  her  gift,  shows  it.  Nay,  the  very  circumstance 
other  parting  with  her  patrimony  to  the  monks  of  Stone  at  all, 
proves  it.  Women  have  always  been  far  more  pious  than  men, 
and  it  was  not  at  all  uncommon  for  childless  women,  owning 
property  in  their  own  right,  to  alienate  it  to  religion  before  they 
died.  Thus  Petronilla,  daughter  and  coheiress  of  Alina  de 
Darlaston  and  wife  of  Robert  de  Sugnall,  co.  Stafford,  in  the 
time  of  Richard  I.  and  King  John,  having  no  children  by  her 
husband,  gave  lands  of  her  own  inheritance  to  the  monks  of 
Stone.^  Thus,  too,  Margery  de  Caldwalle,  the  childless  first  wife 
of  John  de  Swynnerton  of  Hilton  (II),  gave  her  maternal  in- 
heritjance  to  the  monks  of  Trentham  (1345).^  These  women 
left  their  lands  to  the  monks  because  they  had  no  issue.  In  like 
manner,  and  for  the  same  reason,  Eylina  de  Walton  must  have 
left  hers  to  the  monks  of  Stone. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  do  not  find  that  any  lord  of  Swynner- 
ton confirmed  the  gift  of  Eylina.  It  was  not  necessar}' ;  it 
would  have  been  surprising  if  they  had,  seeing  that  the  land  in 
question  was  in  no  sense  of  their  inheritance,  nor  could  be,  as 
Eylina  left  no  children. 

To  sum  up,  then,  we  conclude  that  Alan,  the  Norman  tenant 
of  Swynnerton,  in  1086,  had  an  elder  son  and  heir,  Alan  or 
Aelen  fitz-Alan,  who  married  Eylina  de  Walton  ;  that  this  son, 
Aelen  fitz-Aelen,  died  without  issue  by  her,  and  was  represented 
at  Swynnerton  and  Ranceby  by  a  younger  brother,  "  Robert 
fitz-Aelen,"  whom  we  find  in  possession  as  early  as 
Hence  Robert,  not  Aelen  or  Alan,  became  the  accepted  Christian 
name  for  the  head  of  the  family,  and  thus  wc  get  a  succession  of 

1  Stone  Cartulary,  Staff.  CoIL,  VI,  Tail  I,  pp.  1-20. 
'•^  Original  deed  at  Trentham. 
"  Staff.  Coll.,  II. 
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no  fewer  than  five  Roberts  as  lords  of  Swynnerton  between  the 
years  1 122  and  1245.^ 

It"  I  add  a  word  more,  it  is  by  way  of  conjecture,  as  to  the 
death  of  Alan  and  Eylina.  The  clause  concerning  them  in 
Charter  1,  which  Eyton  dates  c.  1 1 30,  points  unmistakably  to 
a  transaction  which  was  long  past  and  over.  It  shows  more.  It 
proves  that  Alan  and  Eylina  had  been  dead  for  some  time. 
They  must  have  been  cut  off  comparatively  early  in  life,  since, 
as  we  have  seen,  Robert  fitz-Alan  was  in  possession  of  Swynner- 
ton so  far  back  as  1 122-5.  that  time  Stone  Priory  had  been 
brought  into  subjection  to  Kenilworth  Abbey  by  Geoffrey  de 
Clinton,  and  the  foundation  of  Stone  Priory  itself,  therefore, 
must  be  ascribed  to  a  date  earlier  still.  Were  Alan  and  Eylina 
numbered  among  the  victims  of  the  Blanche  Nef^  in  the  fatal 
year  11 20,  when  Prince  William  and  his  sister  the  Countess  of 
Perche,  with  four  hundred  and  seventy  of  their  companions, 
perished  among  the  hidden  rocks  of  the  Race  of  Alderney  ? 
Beyond  the  approximate  coincidence  of  dates,  and  the  fact  that 
several  of  their  collateral  descendants  were  of  the  household  and 
retinue  of  Plantagenet  kings  and  princes  in  subsequent  times, 
there  is  not  a  tittle  of  evidence  to  believe  so.  It  may  or  may 
not  have  been.  We  might  have  known  more,  but  for  the 
meagre  survival  of  evidences  of  that  dark  period  when  Stephen's 
Flemish  mercenaries  swept  over  England  with  fire  and  sword, 
arresting  all  progress,  and  when  public  records  of  priceless  value 
must  have  been  lost  beyond  recall. 

Pedigree. 

' '  Aslen  "  de  Swynnerton  ^  (a  daughter  or  sister 


the  Domesday  tenant. 

of  the  Lord  of 

oc.  1086. 

Tittensor.  )^ 

"Alan"  ob.  =  Eylina,  d.  of  Enisan  "Robert  fitz-Aelen," 

s.p.  before         de  Walton.    Ob.  Lord  of  Swynnerton. 

1122.  before  1130.  oc.  1122,  1132,  1155. 

I 

^  See  Canon  Bridgeman's  ''History  of  the  Swynnertons,"  Siaff.  ColL,  VII, 
Part  II. 

^  Tittensor  adjoining  Swynnerton.  In  1086,  and  ever  after,  Beech  was  a  hamlet 
in  Swynnerton.  Beech,  however,  formed  no  part  of  the  fee  of  Swynnerton,  it  being 
shown  by  an  inquisition  ad  quod  dammuii  of  2  Edw.  III.  that  it  formed  a  portion  of 
the  fief  of  Tittensor.  It  had,  therefore,  probably  been  acquired  by  Alan  de  Swynnerton 
(I)  in  marriage.    {Staff.  Coll.,  VII,  Part  II,  p.  i.) 
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On  the  Pronunciation  of  the  Name. 

The  Domesday  spelling    SULVERTON  "  (perha OS  meant  for 
Sulnerton),  (so  spelt  by  the  Norman  scribe  and  equivalent  to 
Suverton  "  or  "  Sunerton  "),  is  evidence  that  the  name  was  not 
always  pronounced  "  Swynnerton." 

A  similar  form  of  the  name  appears  in  7  John,  1206,  where 
"  Robert  de  Swinnerton  "  in  his  suit  versus  Stephen  de  Hulton 
is,  in  one  return,  described  as  "  Robert  de  SOULVERTON  " 
(?  Soulnerton). 

In  a  plea  of  Hen.  III.  (1264)  before  the  King,  John,  lord  of 
Swynnerton,  is  described  as  "  John,  Lord  of  SONNERTON." 

In  a  deed  which  I  possess  in  original,  temp.  Edw.  II., 
Roger  de  Swynnerton  of  Swynnerton  calls  himself  "  Roger  de 
SWONNERTON,"  and  the  same  spelling  appears  in  certain  pleas 
bf  14  Edw.  II.,  1320,  where  one  of  the  defendants  is  "John,  son 
of  John  de  SwONNERTON." 

At  Hilton,  CO.  Stafford,  for  centuries  in  the  possession  of  the 
Swynnertons,  there  is  a  deed  of  46  Edw.  III.,  1372,  with  a  seal 
on  which  the  inscription  is  "  S.  Margarete  de  SONNERTONE." 

The  local  pronunciation  of  the  name  was,  and  still  is  (unless 
the  schoolmaster  has  altered  it)  SoNNERTON,  or  SiNNERTON. 

An  excellent  example  of  this  redundant  consonant  is  seen  in 
a  deed  of  the  Trentham  Cartulary,  in  the  name  Saville,  where 
one  of  the  witnesses  is  William,  son  of  Thomas  SWAVILE,  Mayor 
of  Newcastle.  Dated  13 18.  The  forms  SiNVERTON  and 
SwiNFERTON  are  further  examples  of  the  taste  of  the  day  for 
superfluous  consonants. 

It  would  appear  then  that  in  "  Swynnerton  "  the  "  w  "  was 
not  always  pronounced,  but  that  it  was  mute,  as  in  "  answer," 
"  morvvening,"  "  sword,"  "  medwo,"  etc.,  and  if  so,  as  I  bclicx  o, 
then  the  true  pronunciation  of  the  name  must  be  "Sonncrton" 
or  "  Sinnerton.'' 


Postscript. 

In  Vol.  XII,  245,  Staff.  Coll.,  the  proof  is  given  that  tlie 
Standons  came  from  St.  Donan  in  Brittany.  This  discovery 
provides  quite  a  fresh  clue,  and  opens  up  a  new  field  of  enquiry. 
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lunphasis  is  added  by  another  fact,  namely,  that,  as  Mr. 
Round  has  pointed  out,  luiisan  is  a  Breton  name,  and  that  Enisan 
de  Walton,  Hke  Bricn  de  Standon  and  Aelen  de  Svvynnerton, 
must  have  been  also  of  Breton  descent. 

Also  in  a  Chell  deed,  published  in  Staff.  Coll.  last  year 
(191 1 ),  Robert,  lord  of  Swynnerton  and  of  Great  Chell,  appears 
as  ROBFRTUS  DE  Synnertona.  Date  c,  1230.  {Add.  Ch. 
53,580,  b.m:) 


Note. — In  Staff.  Cott.,  I,  149,  the  name  "Robert  fitz  Aelen "  as  taken 
from  the  Liber  Niger  {1166)  is  given  as  Robertas  filius  Aele??t,  and  from  the 
Liber  Rubens  as  Roberttis  filius  Aleur.  There  is  an  error  in  both  instances, 
and  it  is  probably  that  of  the  scribes  who  copied  out  the  original  returns. 
Not  Robertus  filius  Aelem  and  not  Roberttcs  filius  Aleur  is  the  true  reading, 
but  Robertus  filius  Aeleni.    (Genitive  case.) 
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